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This application has been reviewed in light of Ihe Office Action dated 
November5.2002. Claims 45, 46. 48, 49, and 51-65 ^p-entcd for examination. Claims45, 
48, and 51, the only claims in independent form, have been amended to define more clearly what 
AppUcant regards as bis invention. Favorable reconsideration is requested. 

The Office Action rejected Qaims 45, 46, 48. 49, and 51-65 mder 35 U-S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5.228.11 8 (Sasald) in view of U.S. Patent No. 
5,580,177 (Gase et al.). Applicant submits that independent Claims 45, 48. and 51, together with 
the claims dependent thereon, are patentably distinct fix>m the cited prior art for at least the 
following reasons. 

The aspect of the present invention set forth in Claun 45 is directed to an 
information processing apparatus that includes a determiner, an inquirer, and a receiver. The 
determiner sends an inquiry about information to a network in order to determine a presence or 
an absence of a printer connected to the network. If the determiner determines the presence of 
the printer connected to the network, the inquirer makes an inquiry about a printer language 
supported by the printer. In response to the inquiry, the receiver receives information about the 
primer language supported by the prints. 

Sasaki, as understood by AppUcant, relates to a printing system with a printer 
having at least one interpreter for interpreting print data. The Office Action alleges that Sasaki 
discloses the inquirer and the receiver of Claim 45, but concedes that Sasaki "does not teach a 
determiner ad^ted for dettamining a presence or an absence of a printer connected to a network. 
Sasaki does not specii^ making an inquiry about a printer language supported by the printer 
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the network-" 

Gase et aJ. relates to a network system that includes cUeat computers, a file 
server, and printers. As ^mde^.tood by AppLcant, if a printer is added to a site of the network 
system, each client must be infimned of the network configuration change and a printer driver 
niust he installed on the cHent computers for the prititer. Apparently, to do this. Gase et al. 
teaches thai each "modular I/O card 30 periodicaUy "advertises" its availabiUty by the 
transmission of messages to file server 16. Each message includes the name of the service, Ihe 
type of service and the address of the available service (e.g. print actions)," (See column 4. lines 
38^2.) 

Applicant submits that a combination of Sasaid and Gase et al., assuming such 
combination would even be permissibJ e, would fell to teach or suggest an information processing 
apparatus thai includes: "a detenniner adapted to send an inquiry about information to a network 
in order to detennine a presence or an absence of a printer connected to the network." and "an 
inquirer adapted for making an inquiry about a printer language supported by the printer 
connected to the network if said detenniner determines the presence of the printer connected to 
the network," as recited ia Claim 45. 

The Office Action alleges that Gase et al.. at cohmm 1, lines 43-48, teaches the 
claimed determiner. However, the cited portion of Gase et al. states: 

For instance, if a new printer type is added to a site, each client 
computer must be informed of the network configuration change and 
a new printer driver must be installed on the client computer for the 
device. 
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AS above. Gas. « al. i. ..d^ » disclose tai a prints availabnity^periodicaUy 

..dv^dsed." so that . cU=« con.p«.r may h= infonnod of *e availabili^,. Hat is, fho cUent 
oomp«.rp«,««fy -'«»beirfonnedofapriB.er availability. Applicant respe.*^^ 

U>at o«« of ordinary skill to th. relcvsnt art would Bnd nothing in th. cited portion of Case et al. 
suggestive of an information pracessing apparatus that aOlyely sends an in^ray about 
infcnnationto.uetwo.kto determine aptesenoo or an absence of a printer oom,ected to the 

networic. 

Further, in the Case et al. system, if a piinter availabiUty is "advertised" before 
the client computer starts up. the client computer cannot know about the availability (presence or 
the absence) of the printer until the next periodic "advertisement" of the printer's availability. 
The apparatus of Claim 45 does not have such a problem, because it makes an inquiry t» the 
network to detcnnine the presence or absence of the printer. That is. the claimed apparatus does 
not merely wait for such information to be "advertised." 

Accordingly, Applicant submits that Claim 45 is patentable over the cited art, 
and respectfidly request withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). Independent 
Claims 48 and 5 1 include a feature similar to that discussed above, in which an inquiry about 
information is sent to a network in order to determine a presence or an absence of a printer 
connected to the netwoik. Therefore, those claims also arc believed to be patentable for at least 
the same reasons as discussed above. 

The other rejected claims in this application depend fioro one or another of the 
independent claims discussed above and, therefore, are submitted to be patentable for at least the 
same reasons. Since each dependent claim is also deemed to define an additional aspect of the 
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mvention. individual reconsideration of the patentabUity of each claim on its own merits is 

respectfully requested. 

No petition to extend the time for nssponse lo the Office Action is deemed 

necessary for the present Amendment. If. however, such a petition is required to make this 
Amendment timely filed, then this paper should be considered such a petition and the 
Commissioner is audiorized to charge the requisite petition fee to Deposit Account 06-1205. 

Applicant's undersigned attomey may be reached in our New York Office by 
telephone at (212) 21 8-2100. All correspondence should continue to be directed to our address 
listed below. 

Respectfully submitted. 



FITZPATRICK, CELLA, HARPER & SCINTO 
30 Rockefeller Plaza 
New York, New Yoik 10112-3801 
Facshnile: (212)218-2200 
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